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1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 
U.S.C. 119 (a) -(d), which papers have been placed of record in 
the file. 



2. The incorporation of essential material in the 
specification by reference to a foreign application or patent, 



or. to a publication is. improper. Applicant is required to amend 
the disclosure to include the material incorporated by 
reference. The amendment must be accompanied by an affidavit or 
declaration executed by the applicant, or a practitioner 
representing the applicant, stating that the amendatory material 
consists of the same material incorporated by reference in- the 
referencing application. See In re Hawkins, 48 6' F.2d 569, 179 
USPQ 157 (CCPA-1973); In re Hawkins, 486 F.2d 579, 179 USPQ 163 
(CCPA 1973); and In re Hawkins, 486 F.2d 577, 179 USPQ 167 (CCPA 
1973) . 

. On page 1 of the specification, it is improper to 
incorporate by reference to the French priority application. 

3. The drawings are objected to because in Fig. 1 the black 
boxes need text labels. A proposed drawing correction or 
corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to 
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avoid abandonment of the application/ The objection to the 
drawings will not be held in abeyance. 



7.4. The disclosure is objected to because of the following 
informalities: on page' 4, line 4, "provide" should be changed to 



— for — 



.5. The claims are objected to because of the following 
informalities, on line 2 of claim 3, the semicolon should be 
■ changed to a colon. Throughout the claims "the said" should be 

changed to either —the— or — in 

or said—. Also, all occurrences of 

"in parallel on" should be changed to -in parallel- with.-, 

6... claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
Paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point'- 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention.. 

7. Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35U.S.C. 112, second 
Paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point 
out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
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In claim 1, it cannot be determined which elements form the 
recited "analog electronic circuit" on line 2, not it is clear 

.which elements from the "adjustment resistances". Oh line 3, 
"set" should be changed to -plurality- because it appears that 
applicant means "at least ' two" here . On line 7, "associated" is 

. vague and indefinite and should be replaced with more specific ' 



language so as to make clear what is meant by this term (note 
also claim 13 has the same problem) . On line 9, it cannot be 
determined if "the resistances of the adjustment device" is ' 
referring to the same resistances as those set forth on line . 3, 
or if they are different resistances .' The recitation of the 
."control signal" on line 12 is incorrect because it is 
inconsistent with what is set forth in claim 2: In other words, 
in claim 1, the control signal is: input from the outside of the 
circuit, whereas claim 2 recites that the control signal is 
input to the counter (which is not outside the circuit) . On the 
last line of claim 1, "it" is improper, and on line 13, "onto" 
should be replaced with -at-. On the second to last line of ! 
claim 1, » a signal" lacks clear antecedent basis because if 
appears that this is actually the control signal set forth on 
line 12. Is this correct? 

In claim 4, there is no antecedent basis for "each control 
stage" because only one has been set forth in claim 3. 
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In claim 7, "each assembly" lacks antecedent basis as well, 
as does "the circuit to be adjusted". 

The remaining claims have several indef initeness problems 
as well. For example, "each of the fusible elements" in claim 8 
lacks antecedent basis, as does "the fusible elements" in claim ' 
^^incmm^ 

Also, throughout the claims, -may be" and "can be" are '" 
improper expressions because they are not positive recitations ' 
of the invention. On lihes 5-7 of claim 11, the limitation that '• 
. the second resistances are configured from outside the circuit 
to modulate the value of the first resistances" does not appear 
to be supported in the specification or drawings, and is thus ' 
misdescriptive of the Invention. On the last two lines of claim 
H, it is misdescriptive to recite that the combinational logic 
selects fuse elements responsive to the control signal, because 
the combinational logic actually outputs signals SI though S6 
which select the FETs, not the fuses (note the same type of 
problem in claim 14, lines 9-13). 

The' limitations of claim 13 do not appear to be supported, ■ 
i.e., where is the measuring described? What parameter is 

CirCUit (i ' e " CirCuitl °) is deactivated", where is the 
support for this? 
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Also not seen in claim 13 is the decoding of the clock ' 
signal. Where is the support for this? 

In claim 20, there is no antecedent basis for "the 
corresponding second resistor". 

_8_. ... . __The._folio.wing-.is -a-quotat-ion --of-3-5-U7S:C'~r031a)-- wh-icr" 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

H?L? P ^ ent T Y be obtaine d though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this tiJle it the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and thl orior 
Jhe SL'S , the ' SUb ^ eCt -tter as a whole would hav! "been oovLSs 11 

the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 

a W ^ h ** ld SUbj6Ct matter Pertains. Patentability shall not be 
. negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 2, 6, 8, 11 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 
103(a) as. being unpatentable over Shin et al. 

As to claims 1 and 11, note Fig. 3, where the "device" 
recited on line 1 reads on the entire Fig. 3 circuitry; the 
recited "operating parameter" is discussed in the abstract at 
line 2 (i.e., resistance or 'capacitance). The recited 
"adjustment resistances" read on resistors Rl through RN; the 
recited "circuit" on line 4 of claim 1 reads on all of the- Fig. 
3 circuitry except for resistors Rl through RN; the recited 
"fusible means" read on element 34-1 (see column 5, line 24); 
the recited "control signal" reads 'on signal CSZ in Fig. 5 of 
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the reference; and the recited "combinational logic .circuit- 
though not disclosed would have been obvious to those having 
. ordinary skill in the art who win easily recognize that the 
generator 52 (which is "outside the circuit", can be formed 
using combinational logic. The reason this is obvious is that 
.._ old and well^nown-in. _the-a rt .of-semiconductb rt n(egr5tVd- 
circuits that a plurality of. control signals (such as signals 
SM through SZN, are typically generated using combinational 
logic (this is why Shin et al does not show the details of 
generator 52, i.e., it is old and well-known in the art) . The 
"first resistances" of claim 11 are Rl through RN, the' "second 
resistances" are the combination of resistor R21 and the. 
corresponding resistors within circuits 32-2, 32-3, 32-N. 

As to claim 2, see column 7, last line wherein it is stated 
that the circuitry which provides signals 321 through SZN can 
include, a counter. As to claim 6, official notice is taken that 
counters formed from plural flip-flops is notoriously old and 
well-known in. the art and thus does not define patentably over 
Shin et al. The phrase "so as to accelerate transitions..." is 
merely intended use "result" language which cannot be relied 
upon to distinguish over Shin et al. 

As to claim 12, this limitation is again intended use and - 
cannot be relied upon to distinguish over shin et al. 
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9. Claims 3-5, 7, 9 and 10 would be allowable if rewritten to 
, overcome the rejection (s) under 35 U.S.'C. 112, second paragraph, 
set forth in this Office action and to include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

ClaimS 13-26 WOuld be " allowable if rewritten or amended to 
overcome the rejections) under 35 U.S. C. 112, second paragraph, 
set forth in this Office action. 

101 The prior art made of record and not relied upon is. 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier, 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Kenneth 
B. Wells whose telephone number is (571)272-1757. The examiner, 
can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 8:30am to 
5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Timothy P. Callahan, 
can be reached at. (571)272-1740. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306. " 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
...Private. PAIR only . For. more information about the PAIR' system, 
366 htt P= //Pair-direct. uspto.gov. should you have questions 
access to the Private MR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2816 
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